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Agenda:

- 2000 Master Plan Vision and Policies

- Circulation and Access Plan - Need and Goals

- Overview of Reservation Trails and Access Points
- Identify Public Survey Process and Findings

- Qutline Next Steps/Review Draft Goals
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- Cambridge Water Department

- Fresh Pond Advisory Board

- City of Cambridge GIS Department
-Reservation Users (residents & non-residents)

- Consultant



reservation of:
- Water quality
- Recreational open space

- Natural green spaces

- Wildlife habitat

- Refuge from a hectic urban life



S
- Plan for people’s use of and

movement through the Reservation

.- Provide for and accommodate the
multiple functions of the Reservation,
as identified in the 2000 Master Plan



- outlined in the 2000 Master Plan and
2004 Design Guidelines Appendix



- Understand user issues and develop realistic and
relevant goals and solutions

Public Process:

- 200 Reservation Users completed Public Survey
- Project Webpage created

- Public Site Walk held Saturday November 4t

- Summarize findings and solicit additional feedback for
draft Circulation and Access Plan



BELMONT

FRESH
POND
RESERVOIR

Regional connections

LEGEND
[ | Water Bodies

1 Wetlands
Open Space

———— Railway Lines

P Major Streets

Sidewalks

[ Paved Areas
[ Institutional Buildings

I Schools
Crosswalks
1 Traffic Signals
Bus Stop

® Access Points

[ e I — T
0 340 680 1,020 1,360



LEGEND

Water Bodies
Wetlands

! E{
TOWN 2;" FRESH POND
OF : MUNICIPAL
BELMONT i Sl
&f
@
i
- >
/
Vi v
-------- “‘-.' N
i--".
“"‘.- ; "oNCIPAL
: ‘-!'.. GOLF COURSE | Open Space
4 """} Gity Boundary
"& : ERESH POND iy ~——— Railway Lines
2 RESERVOIR Major Streets
%‘ %ﬁ Sidewalks
o,
‘\._\ . _ % pems—— Crosswalks
Boh el .“'L_ ‘ 'uw;c:g:—:\r :Qj AT Paths and trails
\| | el ( N ébe = [ Access zones 0
L - %b w?
b, 8 / . v & i % || Access points
----- Yt (7 /AT :
y 4'///6':’;/' 7{//#% i -
TOWN o 1\ "{'I// / /"I// 5
o ] CE'.;:E,M o A 44‘@‘7//% ; ' Feet
BELMONT i) o //’gf'// ! 0 250 500 750 1,000
Vh,, //,/»/ e % |
1'.. R é@ /f‘/,, = < -5 g
} N .'.7/ ,I'#f/z" ,//' // i 2 = *"; iﬁm"”‘im:'i"" Water Supply Since 1889
\1 Fo n. Iﬁg%} ‘;@ _::/ ¢ ‘ b %’: City ot c::muge wamu:namml -
EVW!'&III % Q,f Ave,,ua I. e aaﬁ"“& éi?n!;r::;ﬂi’:lr: Parkway
&



(0)
10% - 6%

0% -

Cambridge Belmont Residents Others
Residents

*Others include Acton, Allston, Arlington, Brookline, Hyde Park,
Medford, Milton, Newburyport, Somerville



Spring Summer Fall Winter

“F = the most frequent response to the question
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*includes Users who visit on weekdays and weekends
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Drive Walk Jog
*4 people responded taking a bus

Pedal

*Bus
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-Zone 3: 38%
-Zone 4: 30%
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 Access #29: 40%
Access #30: 38%

. *38% of Total
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38%

Walk Walk with Run Study Bike
Pet nature

*2/3 of dog owners walk dogs unleashed
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Nature in the
City/Scenery

Exercise

Off Leash
Privileges

Social
Interactions
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Trails: poor condition, lack of benches

Vegetation: poorly maintained, invasive
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*58% of survey respondents did not answer the question
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Dog Walkers vs Walkers vs  Other No
Walkers vs  Cyclists Runners Conflicts
Others

Other conflicts include: Golfers vs Other Users, Contractors vs
Other Users
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*Other concerns include Smokers, Cell Phones, §&c
Fence, Poison ivy &



. Unsta!‘e trai‘ materia‘s, poor maintenance

- Treacherous when compacted snow and ice persist
- Many are not universally accessible

- Poorly drained in many areas

.- Poison ivy along Perimeter Road fence

- Perimeter Road fencing - too high, cuts off views

- Congestion along Perimeter Road, ambiguous traffic
pattern






Cyclists and joggers, children, and dogs
Runners and dogs (on- and off-leash)
Construction vehicles and all user groups
More areas for stretching, relaxing




- Off-leash dogs : not always under voice control
- Dogs do not get cleaned up after
Leash law is/will be unenforceable




. !ac! O‘ grassy, ‘ence!—m !og—on‘y areas

- Need additional fencing to keep dogs out of woods

- Frustration with complaints from users about dogs
being off-leash

- Too many restrictive rules, concerns about additional
restrictions in the future



- ‘I’al‘ con!mons = !OH course tl’al‘, ICY tral‘s, !ralnage

- Dog droppings

- Dog/human contact (illicit)

- Bicycle accidents

- Poison ivy adjacent to Perimeter Road fence

. Safety at night (no lighting)

- Speed limit along Perimeter Road - needs to be posted
and enforced



. !&C! O‘ pU!‘IC !OI‘E!S

- Inadequate numbers of water fountains, trash barrels,
and benches along Perimeter Road

- Uninspiring and boring signage
- Inadequate on-site signage about current projects
- Inadequate parking for non-residents



. !mo!ers, CEH pHone users, am!|en! !rach noise

- Invasive vegetation, non-native vegetation along Golf
course, too much tree-thinning

- “Park” in general disrepair, Golf Course has relatively
too many resources per person

- Uncertainty about being able to use the Reservation as
freely in the future



- Update Draft Goals (public input)
- Update Project Webpage

- Public Meeting No. 3 - Presentation of Draft
Circulation and Access Plan

- |dentify Priority Project(s) and schedule




. Provide for universal accessibility into
and within the Reservation

. Integrate pathways to improve
ecological sustainability and water
quality

. Reduce car-generated trips to the
Reservation



6. Create a GIS-based model for use as a
Reservation management tool



	Fresh Pond ReservationMaster Plan (2000)
	Need For Circulation and Access Plan?
	Need For Circulation and Access Plan?
	Existing Conditions
	Existing Conditions
	Public Survey Results
	Circulation and Access PlanSurvey Findings
	Circulation and Access Plan
	Circulation and Access PlanSurvey Findings
	Circulation and Access PlanSurvey Findings
	Circulation and Access PlanSurvey Findings
	Circulation and Access PlanSurvey Findings
	Circulation and Access PlanSurvey Findings
	Circulation and Access PlanSurvey Findings
	Circulation and Access PlanSummary
	Circulation & Access Plan Draft Goals
	Circulation & Access Plan Draft Goals

